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A & S emergency 
meeting on Feb. 4 

February 4th's emergency meeting of the Faculty of 
Arts and Science heard for the first time a suggestion 
from the Quebec government that McGill may have 
to maintain its college equivalent program for two 
generations of students. 

The suggestion came in a telegram from Yves Mar- 
tin, Quebec's Associate Deputy Minister of Education, 
to Vice-Principal Oliver, in answer to a letter asking 
clarification on matters relating to the CEGEP equiva- 
lent program McGill may offer next fall. The program 
has been accepted in principle by the Faculty for one 
generation (two years) only. 

Faculty positions regarding the two generation 
suggestion varied from advocacy of a rigid stand on 
acceptance of one generation only (on the basis that 
to do otherwise would risk the quality of the education 
McGill could provide), to suggested flexibility in 
recognition that the government was in financial diffi- 
culties and thus it was almost the duty of the ministry 
to have made the suggestion. 

One Faculty member wondered whether it meant 
the government was unsure the west island and south 
shore CEGEPs could be ready by fall 1970. 

Dean Woods said that the Faculty had originally 
been strongly against any five-year program, but had 
accepted it on the one-generation basis to be in a 
good bargaining position as regarded the possible 
linkup with St. Joseph's Teachers College and the 
move of the Faculty of Education. 

The only way McGill could physically accept a se- 
cond group of college equivalent students in 1970 
would be by postponing the Faculty of Education 
move and thus shortchanging that Faculty. 

Prof. Valerie Pasztor asked if McGill would be 
operating in concert with the other English-language 
Quebec universities in perhaps refusing the five-year 
program. 

Prof. Elton Pounder, a member of the Collegial Stu- 
dies Committee, noted that thus far Sir George Wil- 
liams and Bishops had tended to follow McGill's lead, 
but pointed out they had no problems comparable 
to the Faculty of Education move. 

(Sir George has said it will accept entering groups 
of college equivalent students for three years, Bishops 
for as long as necessary.) 

After reviewing the Martin telegram and telling 
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Faculty of the verbal assurances he had on some of 
the points, Dr. Oliver noted that the date for Dawson 
College's occupancy of the Frosst Building was a late 
July 1 5, and that for a fall 1970 opening the Educa- 
tion building would have to be begun this April, "and 
before one can begin with digging one should know 
the size of the building to be built." . 

He suggested that Faculty should decide at the 
meeting whether the University's position had been 
met to sufficient degree by the government to war- 
rant going ahead via Senate with the five-year pro- 
gram. 

Faculty passed, with 10 abstentions (39 for, 17 
against) a motion by Prof. John Trentman to: "re- 
commend strongly to Senate that the stated position 
of the Faculty regarding the autonomy of teaching 
and a one-year transition period not be compromised 
in any future arrangements made with the provincial 
government." 

An amendment put by Prof. Theodore Morris, say- 
ing that Faculty appreciated the attempt of the Gov- 
ernment to clarify the issues set out in Prof. Oliver's 
letter, but was dismayed that only one item was ans- 
wered in full, and was in particular dismayed by the 
suggestion regarding acceptance of a second genera- 
tion of collegial students on campus in September 
1970, when the Education Faculty would have 
moved to Montreal, did not pass. 

Senate minutes 

MINUTES OF A SPECIAL MEETING OF SENATE 
HELD ON SATURDAY, JANUARY 11, 1969 AT 
9:00 A.M. IN THE COUNCIL ROOM OF THE LEA- 
COCK BUILDING. 

96. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

Dean Hall MOVED that the agenda be adopted. 

As an amendment to the motion Professor Durn-. 
ford MOVED: 

"That the adoption of the agenda shall not, with 
respect to any items on it which relate to matters 
previously decided by Senate, be construed as 
'waiving the requirement for a motion to reconsider, 
passed after the notice of two-thirds of the 
members of Senate present at the meeting which 
considers it, before the agenda items in question 
can be discussed and voted upon anew." 

Professor Durnford explained that this was the 
same motion that was presented by Mr. Brown at the 
last meeting and which had had force only for that 
particular meeting. He asked that the Steering 
Committee be requested to propose that this sarne 
motion should have effect at all future meetings. 

Mr. Hyman spoke on the question of reconsidera- 
tion, saying that it pertained only to the reconsidera- 
tion of a vote within a given session and not to a vote 
taken at an earlier session. 

The amendment was then voted upon and carried. 
Mr. Hyman referred to Recommendation 2 in the 
report of the Nominating Committee presented at the 
last meeting pertaining to the Joint Committee of 
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Governors and Senate to Maintain a Continuing Re- 
view of University Government. As an amendment 
to the motion, Mr. Hyman MOVED that this question 
be removed from the table and placed at the top of 
the agenda. The amendment was carried. 

As an amendment to the motion. Professor Vogel 
MOVED that item B VI b), the motion on the structure 
of the Graduate Faculty, be deleted from the agenda, 
and this amendment was carried. 

Mr. Brown rose on a point of privilege, and read 
an extract from the McG/il News. As ari amendment 
to the motion, Mr. Brown then MOVED that the fol- 
lowing resolution be adopted: 

"That Senate hereby affirms its respect for, and its 
complete confidence in. Principal Robertson as 
chairman of its meetings; and 
That Senate dissociates itself from' both the sub- 
stance of, and the offensive language used in, the 
contrary opinion attributed on page 5 of the No- 
vember, 1 968 issue of the McGill News to Mr. 
Peter Foster in the following terms: 'And, of course, 
the other problem is the authoritarian, shall we say 
even fascist, control of Senate proceedings by the 
Principal, who is chairman." 

In speaking to this motion, Mr. Brown &aid that the 
chairman of Senate has been fair to the point of lean- 
ing over backwards. He said he believed it was the 
responsibility of members of Senate to move that the 
question be put at any time they felt that two-thirds 
of the members were ready to vote on a given ques- 
tion. The 'motion to put the question was the only 
method of finding out if two-thirds of the members 
were ready to vote. He also urged that members 
should refrain themselves from speaking on a given 
question to the greatest extent possible. He said he 
felt that Senate had been placing an undue burden 
on the chairman by its failure to observe these two 
measures in the past. 

Mr. Foster said that his comments quoted in the 
McGill News were off-the-cuff comments for an inter- 
view. He added that he had personal confidence in 
the chairman and he believed that he was fair in 
applying the rules. It was the powers possessed by 
the Chair he had objected to, i.e. the power to close 
debates and to make rulings not subject to appeal. 
With regard to Mr. Brown's proposal that membere^ 
should use the device of putting the question, Mr. 
Foster added that the function of Senate was to dis- 
cuss issues so that the campus would know what they 
were. The application of this device would stop de- 
bate on issues which needed a full airing. 

The amendment to the motion was then voted 
upon and carried unanimously. 

As an amendment to the motion, Professor Sandi- 
ford MOVED that the resolution be adopted: 

' 'That Senate adopt for today's meeting the follow- 
ing procedure: 

The Chairman allocate latest starting times for each 
agenda item in such a manner that all items receive 
consideration by noon. Debate on all items requir- 
ing further discussion when the allotted time 
expires will be continued during the afternoon." 
Mr. Hyman pointed out that on October 3 1 student 
members had placed important motions on the agen- 
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da and had now waited two and a half months to 
hear them discussed. He said he felt that Professor 
Sandiford's motion would diminish the time available 
to discuss these motions. Professor Sandiford replied 
that his intention was not to cut down the amount 
of time available for each motion, but to identify those 
items which required loud discussion. 

Dean Woods pointed out that in the establishment 
of the newly constituted Senate the proper business 
of Senate was not being proceeded with. The student 
members, he felt, 'were making far too many inter- 
ventions, and Senate felt disquiet and frustration 
over the situation. He urged that members of Senate 
should seriously consider whether or not they should 
speak on a given question. Mr. Edel replied that the 
student members were vastly outnumbered on 
Senate. He himself spoke infrequently, and when Mr. 
Hajaly and Mr. Hyman spoke they were speaking for 
him as well as for other students. The few student 
members represented a broad body of student opin- 
ion. He concluded by saying that he was opposed to 
any time limits being imposed. 

The amendment was discussed further by several 
members. Professor Horowitz expressing his reserva- 
tion that a great deal of time would be spent in merely 
deciding times. Mr. Caron expressed his views, and 
Mr. Hajaly said that the amendment would suspend 
the rules of order. The amendment was then voted 
upon and was lost. . 

The motion to adopt the agenda, as amended, was 
then voted upon and carried. 

97. ELECTION.JO NOMINATING COMMITTEE 
The Principal reported that the Steering Committee 
would meet on January 1 5, and that there was no 
report to present at the present meeting. The Principal 
added that the result of the ballot for the Nominating 
Committee of Senate had beeri circulated showing 
that the following nine elected members of Senate 
had been elected: Professors I. Anhalt, C. D. Gordon, 
Frances Henry, C. P. Leblond, G. A. Maclachlan, 
Helen Neilson, P. J. Saridiford, R. Vogel, L. Yaffe and 
students Robert Hajaly and Ian Hyman. 



98. CONTINUING REVIEW OF GOVERNMENT 
Mr. Hyman MOVED, as he had at the last meeting, 
that the composition of the Joint Committee of Gover- 
nors and Senate to Maintain a Continuing Review of 
University Government should be: four students 
appointed by the Students' Council; four members 
of the staff chosen from the six already named by 
the Nominating Committee; with the Governors re- 
quested to add four of their members. 

Professor Pavlasek said he did not feel it proper 
for Senate to specify to the Governors how many 
members they should appoint, and added that on a 
representative committee like this members of the 
Graduates' Society might also be appointed. It was 
pointed out by the Principal, Mr. Edel, and Mr. Hyman 
that the request to the Governors to name four 
members was a recommendation and not a specifica- 
tion. 

Professor Leblond said that this question had not 
appeared on the agenda of today's meeting and 
hence he was unprepared to vote on it. As an 
amendment he MOVED that the motion be with- 
drawn until the next meeting. Professor. Horowitz 
pointed out that the question could be dealt with 
under item D b) ii of the agenda, business arising from 
the meeting on December 18. 

Mr. Foster nniade the point that the matter had been 
on the agenda for the last meeting and if it was not 
dealt with this would mean a delay of another month. 

Mr. Grey suggested that the matter was not urgent 
and that time could be taken to study it. Professor 
Malloch pointed out that the matter was urgent since 
the first task of the new committee would be to con- 
sider student representation on selection committees 
for Deans. The amendment to the motion was then 
voted upon and lost. 
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The mainmotion was then voted upon and carried, 
by a vote of 24 to 10. . 

Professor Frankel suggested that in order to be 
consistent the student members of the Nominating 
Committee should not take part in action with regard 
to the formation of the Committee on University 
Government. In response to a question from Professor 
Malloch, the Principal said he believed that the 
Governors had not yet named their members of the 
committee. 

99. DEPOSIT OF SENATE MINUTES 
For information, the Secretary reported that Senate 
Minutes were now deposited in the following places: 
Redpath (McLennan) Library 
Macdonald College Library 
Medical Library 

Student Council Offices on the Macdonald and 
Montreal campuses. 

Mr. Foster asked whether retroactive sets of Senate 
Minutes could also be deposited in the same places. 
After brief discussion, the Principal pointed out that 
the complete minutes were available to any member 
of Senate in the Secretary's Office. In response to a 
question from Mr. Hyman, the Secretary said that the 
minutes were not deposited in these places until they 
had been approved by Senate, although some 
minutes, not yet approved, had been published in the 
McGill Reporter. 



100. McGILL REPORTER 

It was agreed that discussion of the McGill Reporter 
should be deferred until the next meeting,' since 
Professor Yaffe, who had placed the matter on the 
agenda, was not able to be present at today's meet- 
ing. , 

101. CO-OPERATIVE RESIDENCE 

Mr. Hajaly outlined the developments which had 
taken place with regard to the plans of the Students' 
Society to construct a co-operative residence. Despite 
the University's support, the Quebec Mousing Corpo- 
ration had refused a request for a loan. The site first 
envisaged was no longer available because the 
Students' Society had not option money available. 
The two main alternatives were for the University to 
invest in the property or for the Governors to make 
a loan. The Governors had offered a loan of 
$500,000 but this was contingent upon approval 
from Quebec which had not been forthcoming. 
Quebec had suggested using the resources of Co-op 
Habitat, but this would mean that the Students'. 
Society would exercise no control over the construc- 
tion of the building or its operation. 

Mr. Hajaly then MOVED that the following motion 
be adopted:' 

"Be it resolved that Senate recommend to the 
Board of Governors that student housing be given 
high priority and that everything possible be done 
to facilitate the construction of the Students' Socie- 
ty proposed high-rise cooperative residence, and 
specifically that the Board of Governors either give 
the Students' Society a mortgage on the residence 
as per the feasibility report submitted to the Board, 
or establish ownership on its own, again according 
to the plan of the feasibility study." 

Mr. Shaw said that he was basically in sympathy 
with the viewpoint expressed by Mr. Hajaly, but that 
approval from Quebec was required for alt building 
projects, and that this project was already in the 
University's submission to Quebec. The University 
had agreed to lend $500,000 and to engage in a 
lease-back arrangement. There was to be a meeting 
with the Co-op Habitat authorities next week, and Mr. 
Shaw said he felt the question should be postponed 
until that meeting had taken place. 

Mr. Hajaly said that meetings had been taking 
place with Co-op Habitat since last summer but that 
there was no indication that body would be willing 
to relinquish any of its powers to the Students' Socie- 



ty. He added that if the University was to invest in 
a property it would receive a better return than on 
most of its investments^ Mr. Foster added he believed 
that Co-op Habitat did intend to exercise all its 
powers. 

Profesaor Leblond asked about the control of 
admissions, standards and rules in the new residence, 
and the Principal said that these had been gone into 
exhaustively and approved by the Board of Gover- 
nors. Mr. Grey spoke of the criteria of admission that 
would be used. 

Dean Woods said that Senate should give its strong 
moral support to the proposal but that he did not feel 
it proper for Senate to make specific financial 
recommendations to the Board of Governors. He 
agreed with Mr. Shaw that the matter should be 
delayed until the next meeting. Professor Woods- 
worth said that if there was no objection to the propo- 
sal in substance it should be proceeded with. Mr. 
Shaw said that he would have no objection to the 
motion being passed at this time. 

As an amendment to the motion Professor Mditre 
then MOVED that the following resolution be adopt- 
ed: 

"The Senate suppoiTs the principle of the coopera- 
tive residence undertaken by the Students' Society 
with the understanding that the residents will be 
selected without any consideration of race, of politi- 
cal and religious opinions, and of views regarding 
the nature and future of the University." 

Several student members pointed out that the 
mention only expressed the intention of the Students' 
Society in any case, and Mr. Hyman suggested that 
the words "with the understanding" be deleted and 
replaced with the words "having assurance that". 
The amendment to the motion was then voted upon 
and carried. 

In discussion of the main motion. Professor Leblond 
said that it differed from the original motion that had 
been presented and questioned therefore whether it 
was a proper motion. The Principal ruled that the 
changes were within the rights of the mover and that 
it was a sound motion. 

Dean Woods said he felt that the motion was flog- 
ging a dead horse since the Governors had already 
given all the support they could. Dean Cohen added 
that it was right for Senate to support the’ proposal 
in principle but not to propose the financial technique 
by which it would be accomplished. Mr. Hyman point- 
ed out that the Governors had never reached a de- 
cision concerning the granting of a mortgage and that 
the question of obtaining a site was an urgent one. 

As an amendment to the motion. Professor Johns- 
ton MOVED that the second clause, the words reading 
and specifically that the Board of Governors, etc." 
be deleted. Professor Johnston pointed out that the 
technicality of financing was a nonracademic matter 
and not in the competence of Senate. 

Mr. Foster said that the original motion was simply 
stating the question of what should be done. The 
Principal said that in his opinion the question was not 
that simple. The motion was a proper one, but the 
financial details were not a question for Senate, and 
the Board was doing everything in its power. Mr. 
Hajaly said that given the present Quebec situation 
the matter should be proceeded with by the use of 
McGill resources, and that the present actions by the 
Board were not sufficient. Professor Noumoff spoke 
against the amendment, saying the Senate should go 
on record as favouring the use of University re- 
sources. . 

The amendment to the motion was then voted 
upon and carried, by a vote of 22 to 1 7. 

The main motion, as amended, was then voted 
upon and carried. 



102. FURTHER MOTION ON HOUSING 
Mr. Foster said he had another motion on housing 
to present, which originated in the Students' Society 
Housing Committee, namely that a Committee on 
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Academic Residences be established to report back 
to Senate and the Board of Governors: 

As an amendment to the inn’otion, Professor Yates 
MOVED that this proposal, fully documented and 
detailed, be referred for consideration to the Steering 
Committee of Senate. This amendment to the motion 
was carried. 

103. ADVERTISING OF SENATE MEETINGS 

On a point of privilege Professor Mditre read an adver- 
tisement which had been published in the Montreal 
Gazette and the Montreal Star advertising today's 
special meeting of Senate. This advertisement had 
been published by the Students' Society of McGill 
University. He directed a question to the President 
of the Students' Society asking what the purpose of 
this advertisement had been. 

Mr. Hajaly replied that he had been considering 
raising a point of privilege concerning the notice of 
today's meeting. He said that neither the McGill Daily 
nor the McGill Reporter were being published this 
week. An open meeting was meaningless unless 
those concerned knew about it; furthermore, a 
number of important student motions were to be pre- 
sented at this meeting. Early in the week he had asked 
Mr. Tunis whether the University would advertise the 
meeting in the public press. Mr. Tunis had referred 
the question to the Secretary of Senate who had 
given the reply that Senate had not authorized the 
advertising of its meetings in the public press. Subse- 
quently the students decided to place such an adver- 
tisement. He added that this question would . come 
up in the future, especially during the summer, when 
there was no conventional way ^of notifying students 
about Senate meetings. He suggested that the ques- 
tion might be djscussed when the amendments to the 
Report on Open Meetings were proposed. 

Professor Leblond asked whether it was proper for 
members of Senate to.place advertisements concern- 
ing Senate meetings. There was. some discussion of 
the wording of the advertisement, and Mr. Hyman 
said the wording could have been in any form the 
University wished if it had itself placed the advertise- 
ment. 

Dean McGregor then MOVED .that it was a proper 
act for the Students' Society to place the advertise- 
ment. 

Dean Cohen referred to the wording of the adver- 
tisement, saying that the selected agenda technique 
was a fonn of editorializing. Professor Mditre added 
that the Hern referring to "political grounds" meant 
that this was not a mere matter of advertising. Dean 
Woods pointed out that Senate should not be debat- 
ing the contents of the advertisement but whether 
it had been proper for the students to place it. 

The motion was then carried, with three members 
dissenting. 

104. COMMITTEE ON COLLEGIAL STUDIES 

Mr. Hyman said he had previously moved that two 
student members be added to the Committee on 
Collegial Studies. Since then he had discovered that 
the committee was larger than he thought, consisting 
of-sixteen members. He MOVED therefore that four 
student members be added to the Committee on 
Collegial Studies. He also asked for a report on what 
the Committee was doing. 

Professor Leblond said that the motion should not 
be changed now the matter had come up for debate. 
He had been prepared to vote for two student 
members, and now he was faced with the prospect 
of voting for four. 

Professor Frankel reviewed the work of the 
Committee on Collegiar Studies. Last session the 
Committee had considered the three main alterna- 
tives of retaining the four-year programme, of intro- 
ducing a four-year plus summer programme, or of 
changing to a five-year programme. The five-year 
approach had been debated and adopted, and this 
had led to the present negotiations with the Quebec 
Government. Since then smaller groups had been 
working on the modalities of how this plan would be 



implemented. Dean Woods added that he believed 
the basic work' of the committee had been done and‘ 
that the Faculty of Arts and Science had esiablished 
a Commission, under the chairmanship of Dr. 
Stansbury, to study various Collegial problems. 

Mr. Hajaly said that in view of the impending 
transitional, one-year, one-generation programme the 
committee had a role in coordinating, accelerating 
and adjusting etc. He then MOVED as an amendment 
to the motion: 

"That Senate instruct the Comrnittee on Collegial 
Studies where necessary to initiate, accelerate, co- 
ordinate, finalize and present to Senate plans for 
adjustment to the proposed five-year CEGEP 
transitional and final programme". 

The Secretary reported that Dr. Pounder had in- 
formed him that the Committee would meet in the 
near future and was already addressing itself to such 
problems. Dean Woods said he felt it was unnecessar- 
y for the mandate of the committee to be broadened 
in the terms of the motion proposed by Mr. Hajaly. 
Professor Horowitz, on the other hand, said he 
believed that the Committee's mandate should be 
broadened. Dean McGregor asked about the existing 
terms of reference of the Committee, and Professor 
Frankel said he thought these were probably broad 
enough at present, but that the motion added an extra 
element of precision. 

The amendment to the motion was then voted 
upon and carried, with one member dissenting. 

The main motion, as amended, was then voted 
upon and carried, by a vote of 27 to 5. 

105. GRADING SYSTEM 

Mr. Edel MOVED that the following motion be adopt- 
ed; 

"Be it resolved that Senate establish an ad hoc 
committee to re-evaluate and prepare a report on 
the effect of the present grading system, and 
alternatives to it." 

Mr. Edel spoke to his motion, proposing further that 
on this committee there be parity of members of 
Faculty and students. 

Mr. Foster, the seconder of the motion, and Mr. 
Grey also spoke on this subject, Mr. Grey saying that 
a global study was needed. 

Mr. Brown asked whether the Committee on Aca- 
demic Policy or some other committee of Senate, 
exercised jurisdiction over this general area. Dean 
Woods asked whether the students had approached 
the Committee on Educational Procedures, and Mr. 
Hyman said that this topic was not appropriate to that 
committee, and that a global study was required. 
Professor Noumoff urged the matter not be pre- 
judged and that the word "possible" be inserted 
before the word "alternatives". 

Professor Horowitz said that the word "grading" 
was not sufficiently accurate or descriptive, and sug- 
gested that instead of "grading", words such as ' 'the 
present patterns of evaluating students' progress, etc. 
should be substituted. Professor Johnston said he 
agreed, and both talked further of a possible reword- 
ing. 

Professor Henry said that this was an important 
matter which needed study urgently, but if an appro- 
priate committee existed the matter could be referred 
to it. Professor Bindra said he felt that this was not 
a matter to be referred to an ad hoc committee but 
that the question should be referred to the Steering 
Committee to decide. 

Dean Woods said he felt that the question should 
be referred directly to the Academic Policy Commit*- 
tee. Professor Bindra then MOVED, as an amendment 
to the motion, that the question be referred to the 
Academic Policy Committee for specific consider- 
ation. 

Professor Malloch said that there was a great deal 
of dissatisfaction over the system of evaluation, but 
he doubted whether a new University-wide system 
could ever be adopted. He suggested that the ques- 
tion be referred to the Faculties for their individual 



consideration. Professor Widdop said he agreed with 
Professor Malloch that a monumental task was in- 
volved, and that he doubted whether an overall 
blanket system could ever be developed. Professor 
Pavlasek suggested that the referral should take the 
form of a specific directive to the Academic Policy 
Committee. 

Mr. Caron spoke against the amendment. He said 
he believed that this was the most important subject 
introduced in Senate, and that under the normal 
procedures of the Academic Policy Committee it 
might be one and a half years before the matter was 
reported back again to Senate. 

Professor Yates said he agreed with Professor Mal- 
loch that no one system would ever satisfy the Univer- 
sity at large. He said he felt that the task was to study 
the question and to outline possible alternatives. He 
added that he believed the Academic Policy Commit- 
tee was the proper body to which the question should 
be referred, and that a dis-service to a senior commit- 
tee of the University would result if this was not done. 

Mr. Brown then MOVED that the question be put, 
and this motion was carried, with three members 
dissenting. 

The amendment was then voted upon and was 
carried by a vote of 34 to 10. 

Mr. Grey proposed that the deadline of March 1 st. 
1969, be proposed to the Academic Policy Commit- 
tee for reporting back on this matter, but withheld 
this proposal. Dean d'Ombrain said he hoped that the 
question would be referred to Faculties at the same 
time that it wer^t forward to the Committee dn Aca- 
demic Policy. 

As an amendment to the motion. Professor Anhalt 
then MOVED that the following resolution be adopt- 
ed; 

" Be it resolved that the Senate directs the Academ- 
ic Policy Committee to examine the present 
patterns of evaluation of student progress, exami- 
nations, and grading that are presently in use in 
the University, and to undertake and/or propose 
other courses of action it finds desirable. It is 
understood that the Committee will also keep in 
mind the essential autonomy of the different parts 
of the University in this regard." 

Professor Anhalt spoke to his motion, and Professor 
Judkins pointed out that this motion included the 
points brought forward by Professor Malloch, Dean 
Cohen said he agreed with the points previously 
made by Professor Bindra, that the whole teaching 
. process was involved in such a study, and that the 
Academic Policy Committee constituted a natural lo- 
cus for such a study to be conducted. 

Mr. Ellis spoke against the amendment, and asked 
whet’ ler the wording previously suggested by Profes- 
sor Horowitz would pay due regard to the autonomy 
of Faculties. 

After further discussion, Professor Anhalt withdrew 
his amendment, and the following amendment to the 
motion proposed by Professor Horowitz, and second- 
ed by Professor Johnston, was MOVED: 

"Be it resolved that Senate, while respecting the 
autonomy of Faculties and Departments, ask the 
Committee on Academic Policy to re-evaluate and 
prepare a report on the effect of the present 
patterns of evaluation of students' progress, exami- 
nations and grading and to propose possible 
alternatives to them." 

This amendment to the motion was carried. 

The main motion, as amended, was then carried. 
In response to Mr. Grey's previous suggestion. 
Senate agreed that the Academic Policy Committee 
should be asked to present a progress report on this 
matter by March 15th. 

106. MOTIONS ON QUEBEC EDUCATION 
Mr. Hajaly prepared to introduce his "Motions on 
Quebec Education", and his revised "Motions” were 
then circulated to those who had not already received 
therq, 
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On a point of privilege. Professor Yates asked that 
henceforth all documents submitted to Senate should 
be suitably dated and identified. 

Mr. Hajaly reminded Senate that these motions had 
first been presented at the special meeting on 
October 18th at the height of the CEGEP crisis. On 
a point of order, Mr. Brown asked whether this was 
a question of reconsideration. Mr. Hajaly replied that 
the motions, as such, had never been considered by 
Senate and that hence this was not a matter of 
reconsideration. 

The Principal reviewed the events that had oc- 
curred at the speciaPmeeting of Senate on October 
18th. The presenters of the motion had left the meet- 
ing, leaving Senate to discuss the question alone. 
Senate had then adopted parallel motions of its own 
but did not reject the original motions. The Principal 
ruled, therefore, that this was not a question of 
reconsideration. 

Mr. Hajaly said that Motion 1 was the only one to 
be changed in wording, and presented its new word- 
ing as follows: 

"Affirms its belief that all citizens must be ensured 
their right of access to education (academic, profes- 
sional or technical) to the extent of their abilities and 
‘interests— i.e. that financial, social, and space bar- 
riers should be eliminated by appropriate Govern- 
ment action and planning." 

Mr. Hajaly then presented the balance of the 
motions as follows: - 

Motion 2 

"Urges the government of Quebec to fulfil its long- 
standing promise by immediately taking concrete 
steps to bring about universal accessibility to edu- 
cation; and 

affirms that this cannot be achieved without 
provision of further educational facilities, and in 
particular urges that the government implement its 
promises to build a second French-language 
university in Montreal, comparable in capacity to 
the University of Montreal, as the first campus of 
the University of Quebec. 

Motion 3 

Urges the government of the CEGEPs to implement 
the principle of democratization of education, and 
attempt to carry out the educational reforms pro- 
posed by the students. 

Motion 4 

Urges the government and the Board of Directors 
of the CEGEPs not to adopt repressive measures 
against student union leaders, and specifically not 
to effectively expel them by holding an artificial 
re-admission at which time they are purposefully 
discriminated against. 

Motion 5 

Instructs the Principal to communicate the above 
to the Minister of Education, and instructs its 
representatives on all committees of the 
Department of Education and Superior Council of 
Education, such as the Comity Mixte and the 
University Council, to support the above policies 
where appropriate. 

Motion 6 

Establishes a committee to study the feasibility of 
implementing a trimester or other system at McGill 
in order to make the best use of existing education- 
al facilities. 

Motion 7 

Urges other Quebec universities to adopt similar 
positions on all the above. 

Mr. Hajaly then spoke to each of the motions 
separately, giving the rationale and reasons behind 
each one. 

Mr. Hajaly, seconded by Mr. Hyman, then MOVED 
that Motion 1 be adopted. 

(At this point the motion adopted by Senate at the 
special meeting on October 18th, 1 968, was distrib- 
uted). 

In discussion of Mr. Hajaly's motion, Mr. Grey pro- 
posed that the word "residents" be substituted for 



the word "citizens", and this change was accepted 
by the rtiover’and the seconder of the motion. It was 
also agreed that the last four woh^s be changed to 
read "government planning and action". 

Professor Frankel referred to the special meeting 
of Senate on October 18th, saying that the Senate 
motions had been passed after a lengthy debate, al- 
though there had been no campus debate of the 
Senate resolution and it had never been published 
in full in the Daiiy, The Senate motion, he believed, 
was as far as Senate was prepared to go at that time. 
A prolonged debate would be needed on the motions 
presented by Mr. Hajaly, and even if these motions 
were passed they would make no impact on Quebec 
and no results would be achieved. He added that 
there was a great deal of work to be done at today's 
meeting of Senate and that this work could not be 
done if a lengthy debate was to take place on Mr. 
Hajaly's motions. 

Professor Leblond then MOVED that the motion be 
tabled because similar motions had already been 
passed by Senate which were acceptable to the ma- 
jority of the University. Professor Leblond changed 
this motion with the consent of Professor \A/eber, the 
seconder, and MOVED merely that the motion be 
tabled. 

This motion was voted upon and carried, by a vote 
of 23 to 15. 

Mr. Hajaly rose to say that at the special meeting 
on October 1 8th Mr. Hyman had not been allowed 
to speak to the Senate motion before the vote had 
been taken. The presentation of the niotion today, he 
said, was giving Senate one more chance. He said 
that it was inconceivable to him thiit the most impor- 
tant piece of legislation to come before Senate should 
be shelved in this way and he considered this action 
to be irresponsible. Mr. Foster expressed his 
agreement, saying that this was a railroading job and 
a masterpiece of evasion. 

Professor Johnston said he believed the students 
were right in substance but that the student tactics 
had rebounded against their own best interests. In 
fairness to the Students' Society he felt the Steering 
Committee should be asked to arrange an educational 
conference, comprising students, staff, alumni and 
Governors which might last a week. This would be 
a plenary session, without hindrance of parliamentary 
rules, to discuss broad questions which had been first 
considered in committees. Seconded by Professor 
Pavlasek, he then MOVED a motion to this effect. 

Professor Orvig expressed concern at the passing 
of a motion to table in this instance, and Professor 
Horowitz said he felt it most unfortunate that Senate 
had not considered the motions. 

Mr. Hajaly said that the original Students' Society 
brief could be circulated to members of Senate once 
again, ahd then the matter could be removed from 
the table to be discussed and resolved. 

Dean d'Ombrain said he had had some doubts 
about Motion 1 , especially with regard to financial 
capability and priorities, and he had also felt some 
doubts about Motion 4. The question now, he felt, 
was how to get down to realities, and he said he 
believed that the conference idea had merit. 

Professor Leblond pointed out that this question 
had already received considerable discussion at the 
meeting on October 1 8th. He said he believed it was 
quite proper of Senate to table the matter since it had 
already adopted a motion which represented its posi- 
tion. Since the motion had been tabled he said he 
did not feel that the discussion should be continued. 

Dean Woods said it was proper to debate Professor 
Johnston's motion. Professor Noumoff said he won- 
dered why when only Motion 1 had been moved, the 
whole set of motions had been tabled. The Principal 
ruled that the whole set of motions had been present- 
ed and hence a motion to table the whole was in 
order. Mr. Grey referred to remarks previously made 
by Dean Cohen to the effect that Senate was being 
hampered by technicalities and said he believed it 
was proper to discuss the present motion. 

Dean Cohen said he supported the motion moved 



by Professor Johnston, saying that there was much 
raw material for debate bn education in Quebec, and 
that there should be an early forum ib consider the 
question. He wondered, however, why Mr. Hajaly's 
motions did not include such subjects as English- 
speaking rights. University financing, problems of 
CEGEP— University adjustment etc. 

Professor Malloch raised the question of what the 
function of Senate was. This kind of discussion he 
felt, was clearly Senate's business and a conference 
on the subject would be an evasion. If Senate had 
to meet almost forever this would still be the proper 
way to conduct the work of the University. Professor 
Bindra pointed out that the function of Senate was 
policy and legislation. He favoured the idea of a 
forum, after which legislation would be'brought back 
as the proper business of Senate. 

Mr. Foster replied to the points made by Dean 
Cohen, saying he believed it was time to consider the 
rights ofothers and not merely our own as the English- 
speaking minority. Senate, he felt, was standing in 
the way of progress by refusing to fara issues. He 
did not believe that another forum was needed and 
that the issue should be discussed by the body which 
was able to act, namely Senate. Senate would be 
causing the greatest disservice to the University if it 
did not discuss this issue. Mr. Grey said that perhaps 
Mr. Foster did not speak for all when he described 
what students wanted. He felt sure, for instance, that 
all students did not want French unilingualism. 

Professor Judkins said he was disturbed by the 
point raised by Professor Orvig concerning the tabling 
of the motion artd the danger that.,, it might be 
permanently killed. The Principal replied that the mat- 
ter could be taken from the table after the conference 
was held. Professor Johnston made the point that the 
same subject would emerge but not necessarily the 
same motions. 

In the course of further discussion, it was established 
that if the conference was to be held it would take 
place within the second term. Professor Johnston said 
that he would write out a more precise motion concer- 
ning the proposed conference. 

Senate then recessed for lunch at 1 :45 p.m. and 
resumed at 2:25 p.m. 

Professor Leblond MOVED that the meeting be 
adjourned at 5:00 p.m. As an amendment to the 
motion, Mr. Edet MOVED that the meeting continue 
for as long as was necessary, and this Amendment 
was lost by a vote of 1 9 to 1 7. 

The motion to adjourn at 5:00 p.m. was carried by 
a vote of 1 9 to 9, it being agreed that the question 
of continuing after 5:00 p.m. should be reconsidered 
at that time. 

Dean d'Ombrain, seconded by Professor Malloch, 
then MOVED that the Motions on Quebec Education 
moved by Mr. Hajaly be taken from the table. 

In discussion. Professor Yates and other members 
said they would prefer the holding of th'^ proposed 
conference first. Mr. Hyman said he was opposed to 
the proposed Conference as a palliative measure and 
would only favour it if Dean d'Ombrain's motion was 
passed. 

Senate then agreed that Professor Johnston's 
motion could be put first. Professor Johnston, second- 
ed by Professor Pavlasek, then MOVED that the fol- 
lowing motion be adopted: 

"Be it resolved that the Senate direct the Steering 
Committee, with the cooption of additional student 
Senators, to make arrangements for a Conference 
on Quebec Education viewed in the broadest terms, 
with every sector of the University community 
participating— the particular form of the Confer- 
ence to be worked out in consultation with all con- 
cerned. 

That the Conference take place before the end of 
March 1 969, and that it seek to formulate specific 
policy recommendations for consideration by the 
Senate." 

This motion was voted upon and carried, by a vote 
of 26 to 12. 




Dean d'Ombrain's motion to remove the matter 
from the table was then voted upon and carried by 
a vote of 31 to 9. 

Mr. Foster said he was flabbergasted that members 
of Senate could have found points they were 
previously unaware of which caused them to change 
their mind. Mr. Hyman suggested that this change 
had been brought about through fear of possible 
consequence. Members disagreed strongly with this 
interpretation by Mr. Hyman. 

Mr. Shaw said that factors unknown to him had 
been brought forward in the course of debate and 
this was what had made him change his mind; the 
question of threat had played no part in hi^ decision. 

Mr. Grey said that when the motions on Quebec 
Education were considered he wished to add a new 
Motion 8. 

107. MOTIONS ON QUEBEC EDUCATION 

Mr. Hajaly MOVED once again that Motion 1 of the 

''Motions on Quebec Education" be adopted. 

Dean Cohen referred to the previous discussion and 
said that the ability of Senate to chan^ its mind was 
a credit and not a demerit. He also replied to some 
of the points Mr. Foster had made concerning the 
situation of the English-speaking minority, etc. He 
concluded by asking what the op^tionaf conse- 
quences of Motion 1 would be as it affected the 
University, financially and irv practicar terms. 

Professor Sandiford pointy out that Senate had 
already passed parallel resolutions, and asked in what 
respect the new motions were superior. 

Mr. Hajaly ireplied that the Senate resolution was 
based on false assumptions. Accessibility to educa- 
tion had to be considered according to need, and in 
the last year the Government had cut down the 
amount of bursary assistance available to students 
and had increased the interest rates on loans, as well 
as imposing a deductioa for sumnraf .^mings even 
if the student had been unaM to qj^in a summer 
job^'ThiS'Situatiof^to cqntt'dm regresstqq.; 

adding that seveirdt countries 
; ' ' vfeiM and:>provicl^"^ qualified 

studentsin need. He said he believed^^ should 

be reduced to nil and salaries grqvfded when needed. 
He added that there were 24^000 places for English- 
speaking students in Quebec universities and only 
27,000 for French-speaking students despite the 
disparity in population and said also that space bar- 
riers had to be removed. In response to a question 
from Professor Mditre, Mr. Hajaly said that his motion 
pertained to all areas of post-secondary education. 

Dean d'Ombrain said he did not believe the Univer- 
sity should try to say which priorities the Government 
should establish, adding that the Government might, 
for instance, have to give priority to the feeding and 
housing of people over education. As an amendment 
to the motion, therefore, he MOVED the following: 

"Senate, believing in the principle that all residents 
must be ensured, to the extent of their abilities, 
their right of access to education (academic, profes- 
sional and technical) recommends that the Govern- 
ment give a high priority to the elimination of finan- 
cial, social and space barriers." 

In discussion of this amendment Mr. Shaw said he 
felt the word "appropriate" in the original motion 
was sufficient to achieve the same purpose. Professor 
Leblond said he believed that the wording of Dean 
d'Ombrain's motion was more precise. Professor Leb- 
lond read from a tetter he had written to the McGUt 
Reporter concerning post-seconda^ education. He 
made the pdiiif that the division' in CEGEPs should 
have been three to one in favour of the technical 
stream, but that this proportion had in fact been re- 
versed. Mr. Hyman added that 60% of technical grad- 
uates had not^ found jobs in their specialty and that 
this was due to a lack of economic planning. 

Dean Cohen asked what Mr. Hajaly wanted to re- 
sult from his motions, and Mr. Hajaly referred to 
Motion 5 concerning the communication of the 
University's adopted policies to the Minister of Educa- 



tion and other bodies. Mr. Caron added that the 
motion only expressed a general principle which 
should be the general aim of a benevolent govern- 
ment. 

On the subject of universal accessibility. Professor 
Bindra spoke of the experience in California where 
the increase in enrolment resulting from free educa- 
tion had largely been manifested among the middle 
class, thus through taxation robbing the poor to enrich 
the middle class. Such a subject, he said, could not 
be discussed without reference to national wealth. 
Professor Frankel spoke further in this regard. 

Mr. Hamer said that the assumption of the student 
motion was that Quebec did, in fact, have the 
necessary money to bring about universal accessi- 
bility. Mr. Edel added that the University should en- 
courage poor students to attend. He said he favoured 
salaries for thq poor and the raising of fees forthe 
rich. 

Dean Woods made the point that the question 
needed a full debate, but that the University was 
already committed to a conference as expressed in 
Professor Johnston's motion, and he MOVED there- 
fore as an amendment to the amendment to the 
motion that the matter be tabled until this conference 
had taken place. On vote this motion was lost. 

Dean Cohen said he felt that Senate was in an 
impossible dilemma. After one and one quarter hours 
of debate the surface of the subject had only been 
scratched. He doubted whether it was possiM to take 
a positive stand on all the implications of the issue. 

Dean McGregor spoke in tavour of Dean d'Om- 
brain's amendment, saying that in effect it formed 
an introductory statement, rather like hoisting a flag. 
Professor Noumoff said he hoped that the Govern- 
ment would operationalize the principle expressed. 

Dean d'Ombrain suggested that his antendntent be 
taken as a heading or preamble for the other motions - 
which would follow. Professor Johnston and Dean 
C^en Mpressedddubtathat theother moiwns werar . 
neoi^rity;connetf 

' PMewf ddhn^dn MOVEQ^ thq question he' 
pdi andm. m ■ t ■ . . i 'V * 

The amendment to the motion,' it being understodd : 
that it would serve asa preamble to the other motions, 
was then voted upon and carried, by a vote of 34 
to 2. 

The original motion, as amended, was then voted 
upon and carried. Professor Hitschfeld expressed the 
view that Senate's original motion of October 18th 
was clearer than the one just adopted. 

Mr. Caron MOVED that the former Motion 2 (now 
Motion 1) be adopted. 

On a point of information. Professor Frankel asked 
whether there were in fact "long standing promises" 
by the Government, saying he was not aware of any 
such. Mr. Hyman replied that the present. Govern- 
ment did make such promises in order to-have the 
UGEQ participate with the Commits de Plan. Profes- 
sor Frankel and Dean Woods made the point that it 
was essential to Identify and document any such pro- 
mise or agreements in order not to appear ridiculous. 

Professor Pavlasek said the University had to be 
careful in telling the Government its feelings about 
the University of Quebec. Much planning had been 
done to bring the first campus into being and the 
University should look carefully at alt available plan- 
ning documents before expressing an opinion. Profes- 
sor Frankel agreed, saying it was essential to have 
all available information. He added that in committees 
he had served on and in surveys It had been said 
that the existing universities had the capacity to enroll 
the full output of CEGEP graduates. n ; 

Mr. Hajaly then read from a document giving facts 
and figures concerning enrolment and resources of 
the new university. In essence, he said the new 
university would enrol only 4400 students, the 
number presently enrolled in the various institutions 
which would be amalgamated to form the University. 

Professor Pavlasek said he believed that Mr. Hajaly 
had read from a privileged document which it was 
improper for Senate to receive, and suggested that 



Senate should move into confidential session If de- 
bate on such topics was to be continued. The Principal 
said that he did not feel that the facts and figures 
presented by Mr. Hajaly were necessary in reaching 
a decision on the principle of the Motion. Dean Woods 
said that he did not believe the document in question, 
should be before Senate, and asked that it be with- 
drawn, with the press present asked not to publish 
jany of the information which had been read from it. 
The Principal said he felt that Senate should avoid 
being critical on this question, and also asked that 
the press not publish the information that had been 
reveajed. 

Professor Pavlasek said he believed this to be a 
negative and unhelpful motion and asked whether 
the movers of the motion could be less critical and 
propose something more positive and helpful. Mr. 
Hajaly replied that the motion did try to be helpful 
and that the Government seemed oblivious of the fact 
that there were not enough university places to ac- 
commodate the CEGEP graduates. He felt it was 
necessary for the Government tareconsider its alloca- 
tion of resources in order to meet the obligations it 
had incurred in setting up the CEGEPs. 

Professor Leblond made the point that in the histo- 
ry of the world no government had done more in the 
last twelve years than the Government of Quebec in 
providing aid to education. He said he felt it would 
be wrong to criticize the Government in the face of 
the vast efforts that had been made. He said that, 
as suggested by Professor Pavlasek, the University 
should say that it welcomed the Government's efforts 
and hoped these efforts would be continued, and that 
the University itself was anxious to be of help. 

Mr. Shaw said he agreed with the opinion ex- 
pressed by many members that the University should 
try to be encouraging rather than critical. As an 
amendment to the motion he then MOVED that the 
following resolution be adopted: 

. planning, financial,, arid 

‘^yacalprot^rm involved,^ 

. errirrient of Que^c to even further exi^dite. steps 
towaids. bringing about the uni^rsal accessibility 
of education, and to ^leve this end expedite the 
construction of a major integrated campus of the 
University of Quebec in Montreal. To this end Mc- 
Gill University offers its full cooperation." 

Mr. Hyman referred to Professor Frankel's 
comment about a survey showing there was sufficient 
space in existing universities to absorb CEGEP gradu- 
ates, and spoke about the general unreliability of such 
surveys. In response to his question, Vice-Principal 
* Winkler said a government survey showed that Mc- 
Gill supposedly could accommodate 20% more 
students. 

Professor Horowitz spoke in favour of Mr. Shaw's 
amendment. Mr. Grey said he was worried about 
praising the Government since there was a great deal 
more the Government could do to produce revenue 
through taxation of churches, etc. Mr. Foster said he 
agreed that this was a very mild motion and that the 
Government had in fact done little. Professor Pav- 
lasek reiterated that full facts and information were 
needed before the University could take a stand. Mr. 
Edel said that if Senate did not have the facts it could 
not pass Mr. Shaw's amendment, and MOVED that 
the amendment to the motion be tabled. 

The Principal asked what facts could be procured, 
and Mr. Caron suggested that the needs of students 
had to be determined as well as Government plans 
to meet these needs. Dean Cohen again expressed 
reservations about Senate making a ^rious judgment 
of substance without sufficient knowledge and infor- 
mation. Dean Cohen then gave notice of motion that 
he would move at the next meeting that a Committee 
on External Policy be established. Such a committee 
would undertake studies and provide information in 
depth and detail which was lacking in the open forum 
of Senate. In the meantime, he felt that the whole 
question on the floor of Senate should be tabled. 
Professor Noumoff suggested that when the re- 



25 




quired information was obtained it should be circulat- 
ed as widely as possible to Faculties and Divisions. 
Mr. Shaw said he doubted whether the requisite infor- 
mation could be obtained in the near future, and 
hence that the matter might be tabled permanently. 
Mr. Hajaly said that he agreed with Mr. Shaw, adding 
that the urgency of the situation was that only 6,500 
university places existed for 1 3,000 CEGEP students. 

The motion to table the amendment was then voted 
upon and was lost by a vote of 15 to 13. 

The amendment to the motion was then voted 
upon and carried, by a vote of 21 to 5; 

Debate on the main motion, as amended, contin- 
ued. Mr. Hyman read the third recommendation 
adopted by Senate at its special meeting on October 
18th, and said the present motion merely said the 
same thing again. Professor Horowitz said that the 
present statement did go further than the October 
1 8th statement and Professor Pavlasek added that 
the present statement was substantive and offered 
the University's help. 

After further discussion Dean Dion MOVED that the 
question be put, and this motion was carried. 

The main motion, as amended, was then voted 
upon and carried, by a vote of 22 to 6. 

Reference was made to the motion passed earlier 
in the meeting to adjourn at 5:00 p.m., it then being 
5:15 p.m. Dean Dion MOVED that the meeting ad- 
journ, and this motion was carried, with five members 
dissenting. 

Senate adjourned at 5:15 p.m. . 



Senate minutes 

MINUTES OF A MEETING OF SENATE HELD ON 
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 22ND, 1969, AT 3:10 
P.M. IN THE COUNCIL ROOM OF THE LEACOCK 
BUILDING. 

108. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

Vice-Principal Oliver MOVED that the agenda be 
adopted. 

As an amendment to the motion, Mr. Grey MOVED 
that agenda item C II c), his motion to appoint a 
Committee to inform High School students, be moved 
to the top of the agenda. Mr. Grey outlined the discus- 
sions which had taken place on this subject with the 
Registrar, the Schools Liaison Officer, and the Direc- 
tor of the Admissions Office, saying that it was urgent 
to have this Committee appointed in the near future. 

This amendment to the motion vyas then voted 
upon and carried. 

As an amendment to the motion Dean Cohen 
MOVED that agenda item D d), his motion to establish 
a Comrnjttee on External University Policies and Rela- 
tions be moved to second place on the agenda. Dean 
Cohen explained that this amendment might facilitate 
dealing with today's agenda. Professor Leblond and 
'Mr. Hyman expressed reservations, and in response 
to Mr. Hyman's question Dean Cohen said that adop- 
tion of the amendment would not prejudge the ques- 
tion of referring any of the motions on Quebec educa- 
tion to this committee. The amendment to the motion 
was then voted upon and carried, by a vote of 25 
to 7. 

Mr. Grey gave notice of motion that he would move 
that the nature of Convocation should be changed in 
the future. 

The motion to adopt the agenda, as amended, was 
then voted upon and carried. 

109. REPORT OF STEERING COMMITTEE 

The Principal presented the following report of the 
Steering Committee: 

1 . Future procedures to expedite going through the 
agenda: 

The Steering Committee has considered the propo- 
sals of Professor Yates and Professor Sandiford about 



dealing with the agenda, and has developed some 
ideas of its own. A sub-committee is preparing a 
report on this subject which will be presented at the 
next meeting of Senate. 

2. Adoption of minutes: 

Under Senate rules, no minutes should be published 
or circulated until they have been approved, and on 
general principle the Committee considers it highly 
undesirable to accumulate a backlog of unapproved 
Minutes. 

It is recommended therefore that the following 
minutes of meetings be presented herewith for adop- 
tion, it being clearly understood, however, that discus- 
sion of any business arising from these minutes will 
take place at the appropriate place in the agenda at 
this or future meetings: 

a) Minutes of the special meeting held on No- 
vember 1 1th, 1968. 

b) Minutes of the regular meeting held on No- 
vember 20th, 1968. 

c) Minutes of the resumed meeting held on De- 
cember 10th, 1968. 

d) Minutes of the regular meeting held on De- 
cember 18th, 1968. 

3 . Future structure of the Faculty of Graduate Studies 
and Research: 

Recognizing that many divergent proposals and opin- 
ions have been brought fonward since the Yaffe report 
was presented to Senate, and that Senate as a whole 
would have great difficulty in evaluating the merits 
or demerits of the various proposals, the Committee 
recommends that the question now be referred to the 
Committee on Academic Policy as a matter for imme- 
diate attention, with that Committee asked to study 
all the proposals and present a recommendation to 
Senate. 

4. Future meetings: 

It is still proposed that Senate should meet on every 
second Wednesday for the balance of the session. 
Some conflicts in dates have arisen, however, and the 
Steering Committee will propose firm dates later. At 
least one meeting will be scheduled to take place at 
Macdonald College. 

5. Conference on Quebec Education: 

The Committee reports that it intends to appoint a 
sub-committee to consider how and when this Confer- 
ence should be held. 

• 

6. Management Board of the Gault Estate: 

The report of the Nominating Committee, pending 
before Senate, is concerned solely with the compos- 
ition of the Management Board of the Gault Estate. 
It is recommended therefore that the proposal of the 
Nominating Committee be approved and that the 
following be appointed to constitute the Management 
Board of the Gault Estate: 

Emeritus Professor F. S. Howes, Chairman; 
Professors M. J. Dunbar, P. F. Maycock, C. W. 
Steam, H. H. Yates, One student member. The 
Manager, attending. 

7. Statutory Selection Committees: 

It is recommended that the following be appointed 
the representatives of Senate on statutory selection 
committees: 

a) for a Chair in Marine Sciences: 

Professors M. J. Dunbar and E. R. Pounder, 
with Dean Woods and Frost, Vice-Principal 
Winkler, Vice-Principal Oliver, the Principal, ex 
officio. , 

b) for a Chair in the Graduate School of Library 
Science: 

Professors D. E. Woodsworth and Virginia 
Murray, with Dean Frost, Vice-Principal 
Winkler, Vice-Principal Oliver, the Principal, ex 
officio. 

c) for a Chair in Philosophy: 

Professors H. Bracken and G. Johnston, with 
Deans Woods and Frost, Vice-Principal 
Winkler, Vice-Principal Oliver, the Principal, ex 
officio. 



Items 1 , 4 and 5 of the report, dealing respectively 
with Future Procedures to Expedite Going Through 
the Agenda; Future Meetings; and Conference on 
Quebec Education, were received for information. 
With regard to item 4, it was pointed out that the 
conflicts in dates for future meetings had been re- 
solved and that Senate would, therefore, meet hence- 
forth on every second Wednesday, the next meeting 
to be held on February 5th, 1969. 

On motions duly seconded, it was resolved that 
item 2 be approved, and that the Minutes of the 
meetings held on November 1 1th, 1968, November 
20th, -1968, December 10th, 1968, and December 
18th, 1968, be adopted. 

Three amendments were noted in the minutes of 
the meeting held on November 20th, and one 
amendment in the minutes of the meeting held on 
December 18th. These amendments being duly not- 
ed, the minutes of these four meetings, as amended, 
were adopted. 

Professor Bindra MOVED that item 3, the proposal 
that the question of the future structure of the Faculty 
of Graduate Studies and Research be referred to the 
Committee on Academic Policy, be adopted. 

Mr. Hyman asked whether further documents on 
this subject should be forwarded to Senate or to the 
Academic Policy Committee. Professor Bindra sug- 
gested that any new proposals should be forwarded 
to the Steering Committee which would decide 
whether these should be forwarded to the Academic 
Policy Committee or to Senate as a whole. Professor 
Yaffe asked that any new documents should also be 
forwarded to members of his original Senate commit- 
tee. - 

The motion to approve the recommendation con- 
tained in item 3 was then voted upon and carried. 

Mr. Hyman MOVED that meetings of Senate 
should henceforth commence at 2:10 p.m. rather 
than at 3:10 p.m. 

Professor Yaffe suggested that because of the inad- 
equate elevator system in the Leacock Building meet- 
ings should begin either before or after 2:10 p.m. 
At this point the Principal cautione^ members of the 
audience about making audible comments while a 
member of Senate was speaking. Professor Yaffe then 
suggested that meetings should commence at 2:20 
p.m., and Mr. Hyman said he would agree to this 
change. The motion to commence Senate meetings 
henceforth at 2:20 p.m. was then voted upon and 
carried. 

Vice-Principal Winkler MOVED that item 6 of the 
report, recommending the composition of the Man- 
agement Board of the Gault Estate, be adopted, and 
this motion was carried. 

Professor Bindra MOVED that item 7 of the report, 
recommending the appointment of statutory selec- 
tion committees, be adopted. 

Mr Foster pointed out that motions at previous 
meetings concerned with representation on commit- 
tees had been tabled until after January 31st while 
awaiting the report from the MAUT. He felt it was 
logical to delay these recommendations in a similar 
way, and then MOVED that they be tabled. 

This motion was voted upon and was lost. 

The motion to approve the appointment of the 
three proposed statutory selection committees was 
then voted upon and carried, with three members 
dissenting. 



110. INFORMING HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS 
Mr. Grey MOVED that the following motion be adopt- 
ed: 

"Be it MOVED that as soon as plans for a five-year 
programme are finally crystallized, the Senate set 
up a committee made up of staff members and 
students to inform High School students about the 
new system, to discuss it with them, and to report 
their reactions to Senate." 

Mr. Grey again spoke to his motion, stressing that 
inasmuch as the closing date for applications was 



March 1 st the work of this committee would largely 
have to be accomplished during the month of Febru- 
ary. 

Professor Leblond and Professor Anhalt spoke in 
support of the motion. Professor Anhalt said he felt 
it was important to involve the Faculties and the 
Schools Liaison Officer in this programme, and then 
MOVED the following Amendment to the Motion:- 

'"Be it resolved that as soon as plans for the five- 
year programme are crystallized, the Senate set up 
a committee with membership representative of 
the various Faculties and segments of the Universi- 
ty, with the function to guide, and aid, the Schools 
Liaison Officer in the task of communication with 
High School students, teachers and administrators 
about the new programme." 

In discussion, Mr. Grey said he thought that this 
amendment could be incorporated into his own 
motion. Professor Ferguson asked whether this work 
was not now in any event being carried out by the 
University Admissions Committee and the Admis- 
sions Office, and it was suggested that the task of 
communicating information would be an amplifica- 
tion of the exiting work that was being done. 

The amendment to the motion was then voted 
upon and carried. 

111. EXTERNAL POLICIES 

Dean Cohen MOVED that the following motion be 
adopted: 

"Be it resolved that Senate establish a standing 
committee on External University Policies and Rela- 
tions to which would be sent all questions touching 
the relations of the University to the general com- 
munity, government (at all levels) , and other related 
activities; said Committee to co-ordinate its activi- 
ties with those of the Academic Policy Committee 
and to provide the means to study, on behalf of 
Senate all such questions presented to Senate and 
reporting back its findings and recommendations 
to Senate accordingly." 

Dean Cohen spoke to his motion; and the Principal 
for the second time cautioned members of the audi- 
ence against making audible interventions. 

In discussion. Dean Jay questioned the referring 
of "all" questions, and Dean Cohen said he would 
accept the use of the word "normally' ' in this context. 
Professor Pavlasek made the observation that Mr. 
Ellis's motion, still to be dealt with, concerning propo- 
sals to Quebec, could almost form part of Dean 
Cohen's motion and Vice-Principal Oliver pointed out 
that the one dealt with "ideas" and the other with 
"proposals". 

Professor Metrakos asked whether there was an 
existing committee to which such questions could be 
referred, and asked also how the work of the proposed 
committee would be coordinated with that of the 
Academic Policy Committee. Dean Cohen replied that 
the proposed committee would have terms of refer- 
ence which did not at the moment exist elsewhere. 
He agreed that at times the work of the proposed 
committee and the Committee on Academic Policy 
would overlap. In response to a question from Profes- 
sor Noumoff, Dean Cohen explained what was meant 
by the phrase "other related activities". 

Mr. Foster said that in his opinion the proposed 
committee would serve the same purpose as the 
Tripartite Commission, namely to keep the heat off, 
and the issues would come back eventually to Senate. 
He said he believed this was political tactics on Dean 
Cohen's part and represented an attempt to keep the 
majority from discussing issues. 

On a point of privilege Dean Cohen said it was 
improper of Mr. Foster to raise the question of his 
motives, and Professor Yaffe added that according to 
Robert's Rules of Order motives should never be 
imputed. Mr. Foster went on to say that the motion 
could be used as a mechanism to prevent discussion 
of the motion concerning the present teachers' con- 
tract dispute. 

There was further disturbance from the audience. 



and Professor Yaffe, seconded by Professor Leblond, 
MOVED that the gallery be cleared, 

Mr. Grey said he agreed that the behaviour of the 
audience was improper, but that the interruptions so 
far were not sufficiently severe to justify this step. Mr. 
Hajaly then MOVED that the question be put, and this 
motion was carried. The motion to clear the gallery 
was then voted upon and was lost. 

Mr. Grey said that he wished to hear Mr. Raymond 
Lalibertd, the President of the Corporation des Enseig- 
nants de Quebec, address Senate today and suggest- 
ed that no more time be spent in this discussion. He 
said he favoured the appointment of this committee 
since it would provide a useful way of avoiding road- 
blocks in Senate. Mr. Ellis also spoke in supfsort of the. 
motion, as did Professor Anhalt, stressing that intel- 
ligent documentation would frequently be needed 
before discussion of external issues. 

As an Amendment to the Motion, Professor Wal- 
lace then MOVED that Dean Cohen's motion be re- 
phrased as follows: 

"Be it resolved that Senate establish a standing 
committee on External University Policies and Rela- 
tions to consider questions touching relations of the 
University to the general community, government 
(at all levels), and other related activities; said com- 
mittee to coordinate its activities with those of 
the Academic Policy Committee." 

In discussion. Professor Metrakos wondered 
whether the amendment would defeat the purpiose 
of the motion, and Dean Cohen said he did not think 
so since, the committee in any event vvould possess 
no executive powers and would have ta report back 
to Senate. Professor Horowitz spoke in favour of the 
amendment but said he was opposed to sending any 
of the motions on Quebec Education to this commit- 
tee. 

The amendment io the motion was then voted 
upon and carried. The main motion, as amended, was 
then voted upon and carried, with four members 
dissenting. 

Professor Noumoff inquired about the ability of 
^ Senate to lift an issue from a committee which had 
been referred to it by the Steering Committee, and 
the Principal replied that Senate had power to do this 
at any time. 

112. MOTIONS ON QUEBEC EDUCATION 
Mr. Hajaly asked Senate's consent to depart from the 
regular order of resuming the presentation of the 
motions on Quebec Education, and proposed instead 
that the additional motion, which had been circulated, 
be considered first. As reasons for this proposal Mr. 
Hajaly said that a pressing situation was developing 
with rotating strikes of teachers about to commence; 
that the quality of secondary education was a matter 
of overriding importance to the University; and that, 
lastly, Mr. Raymond Lalibert6, the President of the 
CEQ, had been invited by the Students' Society to 
visit the University today with the hope that he would 
address Senate. Mr. Hajaly added that a government 
representative had also been invited, but that this 
invitation had been declined. 

Professor Yaffe pointed out that Mr. Hajaly's propo- 
sal was contrary to the adopted agenda, and the 
Principal ruled that the proposal must first be heard 
before Senate could decide whether or not it should 
be considered. 

Mr. Hajaly then read the following motion and 
MOVED that it be adopted: 

Be it resolved that the Senate of McGill University: 

External Position. 

a) commend the Quebec teachers' unions (CEQ, 
PAPT and PACT) for progressing beyond wage and 
security demands in posing a counter-model for 
educational reform and professional improvement 
which goes much further than that of the go- 
vernment towards meeting social and human 
needs; 

b) urge the government to accede to the position 
of the unions with regard to teacher participation 




in decision-making in the schools (as specified on 
pages 8 and 9 of the circulated document ("N6go- 
ciation Provinciale"); 

Internal actions 

c) suggest to the Faculty of Education that it utilize 
class time for study and discussion of the collective 
agreements being proposed by the two parties; 

d) encourage members of the University to work 
with the unions, both by developing, curricula and 
carrying out research, in such a way as to further 
define and advance the unions' aims of educational 
reform, professional upgrading and democratisa- 
tion; 

e) instruct the University Scholarships Committee 
to report to Senate on the possibility of using 
scholarship funds to aid participants studying at the 
University under teacher— improvement pro- 
grammes. 

Vice-Principal Oliver said he objected to consider- 
ation of this motion. No notice of motion had been 
given, and he felt also that the procedure had been 
engineered as a challenge to Senate. He said that the 
motion of inviting a distinguished public personage 
such as M. Lalibertd to wait in the University Centre 
while the question of his speaking to Senate was 
being discussed was blackmail. Mr. Foster said it was 
now Vice-Principal Oliver who was imputing motives, 
and Vice-Principal Oliver said that he was merely 
presenting his own opinion and judgment. Vice- 
Principal Oliver went on to say that he was not 
prejudging the merits or demerits of the motiori, 
but begged Senate not to consider it and not to be 
bulldozed merely because of the embarrassment of 
M. Lalibertd's presence. He urged that the order of 
Senate business be continued with, and MOVED 
objection to consideration of the question. 

Mr. Grey said that everyone had high respect for 
M. Lalibert6. He felt, however, that Senate was dis- 
cussing the question of Quebec Education and feel- 
ings of discontent should not prevent Senate from 
hearing M. Lalibert^. The way in which he had been 
invited was perhaps inappropriate and improper, but 
he felt that he should be heard, and that such action 
would not present a surrender. 

In response to a question front Professor Leblond, 
the Principal said that Mr. Lalibert4 had not been 
invited by the Chairman or Secretary to address 
Senate. Mr. Hyman explained that he had been the 
person who had got in touch with M. Lalibertd. He 
cited the precedent of the representative of the High 
School Students' Councils who had been invited to 
address Senate. The invitation to M. Lalibert6 was not 
a ruse, but a technique for providing information to 
Senate. He added that a government representative 
had also been invited to address Senate. 

Professor Horowitz said he disagreed with Vice- 
Principal Oliver and considered the motion to be a 
very urgent matter of University business. He said he 
favoured positive action and that the question of M. 
Lalibert6 could be dealt with after the motion had 
been considered. Mr. Hajaly said he took exception 
to Vice-Principal Oliver's rernarks. No blackmail had 
been intended, and the question of the quality of 
students coming from the secondary system affected 
the quality of University education itself. He said he 
hated to think that Senate would not consider this 
matter as its legitimate business. 

Dean Jay said it would be wrong to hear one side 
of an issue in the public arena without hearing the 
other, and was supported in this viewpoint by Profes- 
sor Bates. Professor Leblond suggested that both M. 
Lalibertd and a representative of the government be 
invited to address the forthcoming Conference on 
Education, and that Senate should vote on the ques- 
tion and proceed with its business. Professor Henry 
said that a ruling on this question of invitations to 
outside persons was needed so that the same situa- 
tion would not occur in the future. 

^ Speaking in response to Vice-Principal Oliver, Mr. 
Foster said he agreed that a challenge had been is- 



27 




sued and he hated to think that the University would 
not take It up. Mr. Ellis made the point that although 
the motion itself had not been presented at the last 
meeting of the Steering Committee, notice of motion 
had been given that such a motion would be forth- 
coming. He said that if M. Lalibertd was not invited 
to speak it was the UniversKy and Senate which 
would receive the black eye. The precedent of outside 
speakers had already been set, he said, and added 
that Senate could reject the motion but still allow Mr. 
Lalibert6 to speak. He urged Senate to receive and 
discuss the motion and to take a position. 

At the Principal's request Vice-Principal Winkler 
took the Chair, and the Principal then presented his 
views to Senate. The Principal said, first, there was 
the practical aspect with regard to the motions on 
Quebec Education. Senate had already devoted a 
special meeting to this topic on October 1 8th, 1968, 
and the question had been discussed at subsequent 
meetings for many hours. On the matter of prindpte, 
the fundamental question, he felt, was whether 
Senate should debate public issues of this kind that 
were not of immediate and main concern to the 
University. He said that the main purpose of Senate 
was to deal with the acadeinic business of the Univer- 
sity, and that Senate should involve it^f in matters 
in which it had competence and where it was pre- 
pared to devote the necessary time and study after 
which sound decisions could be made and pronoun- 
cements-’ i^ued which would have real value. If 
Senate should dedde to' take up matters of public 
interest and study them fully in committee, or in some 
other way, and then finally take a position there would 
be nothing wrong with this in principle; but Senate 
should not by doing so, he felt, neglect its proper 
business. He concluded by saying he believed that 
Senate was not neglecting its proper duties and said 
he supported the nrration: objecting to consideration 
of the questiori; , . ' v V.; 

As' an amendment tpVthe motion. Dean plibo 
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•mmiprrwaeout.of order; 

This discussion continued at greater length, with 
several members expressing their views. Vice- 
Principal Oliver pointed out that his objection was to 
consideration of this item on the agenda, and not to 
the question of hearing M. Lalibertd. If Senate adopt- 
ed his motion. Senate would still be free to decide 
on this tatter question. Mr. Foster said that. in his 
opinion the concept that the University's own busi- 
ness must be dealt with first might have been applica- 
ble 100 years ago but was not today. He urged that 
Senate recognize this issue to be of primary impor- 
tance. Professor Yaffe then MOVED that the question 
be put, and this‘ motion was carried. 

The motion objecting to consideration of the ques- 
tion was then voted upon and carried, by a vote of 
29 to 11. 



Vice-Principal Oliver then MOVED that M. Lalibertd 
be invited to address Senate briefly. 

Professor Yaffe rose, and disturbance from the au- 
dience prevented him from presenting an amend- 
ment to the motion. Professor Yaffe then MOVED 
that the gallery be cleared. 

Mr. Ellis said he believed that speakers should not 
purposely antagonize the gallery. 

Dean Cohen said he feared that Senate was on the 
brink of a tragedy. The University now had the most 
advanced charter in Canada. He himself had wel- 
comed the coming of students to Senate arid the idea 
of open meetings. He said he believed that the entire 
University community had a stake in making the 
system work. He begged all concerned not to allow 
such a position to be reached that the gallery had 
to be cleared! 

Professor Horowitz said he would be most unhappy 
if this motion was passed. He felt it was wrong to 
punish all for the actions of some. He urged that the 
motion be defeated and an appeal made to the audi- 
ence. Dean d'Ombrain pointed out that a number of 



. such appeals had already been made, and MOVED 
as an amendment to the motion that if any further 
interference from the audience should occur, the 
extent of the interference to be judged by the Chair, 
the gallery be cleared. Professor Yaffe accepted this 
amendment to the motion and withdrew his own* 

The Principal referred to the points made by Dean 
Cohen, Mr. Ellis and Professor Horowitz, saying it was 
understandable that in the excitement of the moment 
the audience might be carried away and express ap- 
plause. He added, however, that hissing and cat-calls 
simply could not be tolerated, and the audience had 
already been warned repeatedly. 

Professor Noumoff said that at each meeting a junc- 
ture was reached where members entered into a pole- 
mic. He spoke againk a mechanical response, such 
as the amendment, and suggested that Senate should 
attempt to proceed working according to reason and 
recognizing the new environment in which it existed. 

After further discussion, Vice-Principal Oliver point- 
ed out that the motion only reiterated a rule adopted 
by Senate. He felt that the motion should be with- 
drawn and the existinc^ rule remain in force. Professor 
Yaffe said he too hoped that it would not be necessary 
to clear the gallery and withdrew his motion. 

Discussion of Vice-Principal Oliver's motion to in- 
vite M. Lalibert6 to address Senate continued. As an 
amendment to the motion. Professor Yaffe MOVED 
that the words "without this being considered a pre- 
cedent" be added to yice-Princi'pat'Oliver'^s motion. 

Professor Leblond spoke against the motion and 
the amendment. He said that M. Laliberfe had not 
been invited by Senate to address Senate, and pro- 
posed again that M. laliberfe and a representative 
of the government be asked to participate in the forth- 
coming Conference on Quebec Education. 

Discussion continued, in which it was asked whether 
M. Lalibertd had actually l^n invited to address 
. &nate. Vice-Principaf Oliver made the point that;M; 
Uliberfe had been ledto bblieve that he wcmIcFspeek 
.ro Seimte, and- he f^; it wae impf^^ ' 

.^^pressfen Senate Was.n^^^ 

'hlfe. Beca'use:a.mtstt^:l^ 

: sufficient reason to to hear a distiriguished' v 
citizen who had been invited to the University. Mr. 
Foster said that in hts opinion this would mbrely be 
a token gesture since the motion itself had already 
been voted out. Professor Henry said she believed it 
would be a discourtesy to invite M. Lalibertd after all 
the discussion and in view of the mood of hostility 
which had developed. Dean Blume suggested that 
Senate could adjourn to the University Centre to hear 
M. Lalibert^ speak there. 

Dean d'Ombrain said it was a matter of courtesy 
to hear M. Lalibert6 and said he rejected the views 
put forward by Mr. Foster. 

Professor Yaffe's Amendment to the Motion, to add 
the words "without this being considered a pre- 
cedent", was then voted upon and carried. 

The main motion, as amended, to invite M. 
Lalibert^ to address Seriate, was then voted upon and 
carried, by a vote of 25 to 18. 

Pending the arrival of M. Lalibert6, the Principal 
asked for discussion concerning procedures with re- 
gard to invitations being issued to outside persons 
to address Senate. 

It was then MOVED by Dean d'Ombrain that no 
external person should ever be asked to address 
Senate without the proposal having been approved 
at a meeting of Senate or of the Steering Committee. 

Professor Noumoff proposed that whenever the 
Steering Committee rejected a proposal that a person 
be invited to address Seriate it should give its reasons 
and justification. Dean d'Ombrain said he assumed 
such a provision would automatically apply, and the 
Principal added that the Steering Committee would 
be bound to take such action. 

Mr. Hyman made the point that it would not always 
be known when urgent information from an outside 
person would be needed, and Dean Cohen replied 
that Senate was not a grand jury or concerned with 
instantaneous crises and issues. Mr. Hyman said he 




rejected the implication that attitudes of crises were 
being taken when they did not exist. 



Dean d'Ombrain's amendment to the motion was 
then voted upon and carried, with five members 
dissenting. 

Dean d'Ombrain MOVED that the meeting adjourn 
at 6:30 p.m., and this motion was carried. 

At this point M. Raymond Lalibertd, President of 
the CEO, entered the meeting, and was introduced 
, by the Principal. 

M. Laliberfe spoke briefly, thanking Senate for 
receiving him and saying he realized the difficulties 
his presence on the campus had caused today. He 
said that the problern he had to speak on was an 
important one and was one which was too seldom 
discussed at university levels. He regretted, however, 
the way in which his invitation to address Senate had 
been forced, adding that the problem needed to be 
discussed in a- positive way and the present atmo- 
sphere was not thb best for this; pur^se. He ex- 
pressed his thanks to Senate and suggested that the 
problem be discussed on another occasion. 

M. Laliberfe was thanked by Vice-Principai Oliver 
and then left the meeting. 

At this point Senate recessed for fifteen minutes. 



113. AREAS OF COMPETENCE 
Professor Noumoff rose on a point of privilege and 
. said he deplored the enormous amount of time and 
effort which had gone into dealing with one -Hem of 
the agenda and the perpetual struggle which oc- 
curred in this regard at each meeting. He then 
MOVED that the Steering Committee be instructed 
to place as the first Hern on the agenda of the next 
meeting a discussion to define the areas of compe- 
tence of Senate, to establish a framework .of concern 
- - for Senate,, to determine what matters belonged .fn 
' ^nate and what mattm did not Professor- WaHaca ' 
. : saconcM .t^. m proNem . 

i be-.-.a8tifed.' ■ 

^ : .Pfefebaof Lebfend s^ hb 
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' Hamer replied that na committee could decide for 
Senate whatits business was. 

As an amendment ta the motion. Profess MAHre 
MOVED that a special conference of Senate, lasting 
three or four hours, be held on this, topic. At this 
conference there would be no voting and a series of 
speakers would be limited to ten minutes in which 
to present their ideas. He agreed with Dean Cohen's 
interpretation that this would be a special meeting 
of Senate with the agenda confined to discussion of 
the one topic. 

Mr. Hajaly said that it would not be sufficient to 
confine the discussion to the'question of Senate's 
competence since the social role of the University was 
involved and political and social problems would also 
have to be defined. 

Professor Orvig spoke against both the motion and 
the amendment. He felt that the conference would 
merely result in another four hours of wasted debate. 
He suggested instead that Senate should go ahead 
slowly and surely with its work and work its way 
through the agenda. Professor Bindra said that the 
University must constantly redefine its relations with 
society, and added that no single ideological solution 
could ever result from the proposed conference. Mr. 
Grey urged that Senate try to formulate something 
and at least set down basic criteria concerning 
its competence. Professor Horowitz expressed 
agreement with Professor Orvig, saying the time at 
the proposed conference would be poorly spent. 
Referring to the stalemate at today's meeting, he said 
that Senate's difficulty was not in its inability to de- 
fine, and that in due time necessary definitions would 
emerge. 

Professor Leblond supported Professor MAitre's 
amendment, saying that the nature and role of Senate 
needed to be discussed. He urged, however, that the 
special meeting should not supplant a regular meet- 
ing so that the work of Senate would not be slowed 
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down. Professor Anhalt also spoke in favour of the 
amendment, saying that Senate should not consider 
itself- one homogeneous body, but should hold 
various types of different meetings from time to time. 
The Principal pointed out that the Steering Commit- 
tee was at present considering proposals of this kind 
whereby Senate would divide its work into two 
categories: that of matters requiring executive action 
on Senate business (Faculty reports; Senate Commit- 
tee recommendations) and that of matters primarily 
requiring discussion. 

Professor MSitre said that students should not 
think of the University as a political action group, and 
read from an article by Sidney Hook expressing this 
viewpoint. 

Dean d'Ombrain said he would abstain from voting 
on both the motion and the amendment. The primary 
business of Senate, he felt, was to deal with matters 
brought forward by Faculties and the Academic Poli- 
cy Committee, and he hoped that the report of the 
Steering Committee would recommend that at each 
meeting, after the agenda was adopted, reports from 
Faculties and the Academic Policy Committee be 
dealt with first. 

Professor Wallace said that in. seconding the 
motion he had not considered that a consensus .would 
emerge from the conference. He had hoped, however, 
that those committed to the new idea of the Universi- 
ty would present their ideas and try to convince 
members of their validity. Replying to remarks from 
Professor Maitre, Mr. Edel said that every part of 
society was a political action group; the only question 
was in which direction it was going to be active. The 
University itself was a political action group, and this 
fact was only now coijiing to the consciousness of 
Senate. Members of Senate questioned this assump- 
tion, and Mr. Edel s[ ke further to the matter. He 
agreed that the propo-^ d conference would be useful, 
although no consens. would emerge. 

Mr. Ellis said he be -'ed the idea of the conference 
was good but that t!'. timing was not. He referred 
to the last meeting senate when the decision to 
table the motions oi Quebec Education had been 
reversed, and said tt t Senate was moving rapidly 
in a more liberal direc. >n and dealing with questions 
outside the academic ■ ommunity. Senate was mov- 
ing so fast that it was not sure where it was going. 
He suggested that it would be better to rjegulate 
Senate's position after the direction in which it was 
going had been determined. 

Vice-Principal Oliver said he believed that both the 
motion and the amendment had merit and as a result 
of such a discussion Senate would understand its 
difficulties more thoroughly, and ways of acting to- 
gether in areas where there was consensus might 
emerge. Judging from the experience of the Tripartite 
Commission, however, he felt that the debate would 
be endless and far-ranging. The Tripartite Commis- 
sion had already discussed this and related topics at 
length, and he suggested that it how be asked to 
prepare a series of position papers to serve as an 
outline for the proposed conference. Dean Cohen sug- 
gested that the forthcoming Conference on Educa- 
tion could serve as a forum in which to discuss the 
question of Senate's competence. 

The Principal summarized the alternatives open to 
Senate, and Professor Noumoff said he favoured his 
own motion because the question was one of immedi- 
acy and that Senate had to be able to maximise the 
use of its time. He said he agreed that the Tripartite 
Commission could provide useful notes taken from 
previous position papers to form the basis for discus- 
sion. Dean Cohen said that the special meeting pro- 
posed by Professor Maitre could be held at a very early 
date, and Professor Noumoff said that if such should 
be the case he would agree with the proposal. 

After further discussion, it was agreed that the 
sense of Professor Maitre's amendment was that a 
special meeting of Senate should be held as quickly 
as possible to discuss the competence of Senate, with 
appropriate position papers being provided by the 
Tripartite Commission. 



With this understanding, Professor Noumoff with- 
drew his motion, and Professor Maitre's motion was 
then voted upon and carried, with one member 
dissenting. 

Senate adjourned at 6:40 p.m. 

Minutes 

standing committee 
on communications 

MINUTES OF A MEETING HELD ON WEDNESDAY, 
JANUARY 29, 1969. OPENING REMARKS. 

As Vice-Principal Shaw had been called away to an 
important meeting on student housing, Mr. Tunis 
occupied the chair, and he opened the meeting at 
2:30 p.m. 

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 
It was moved by Mr. Hyman, seconded by Mr. Wood 
that the proposed agenda be amended to include an 
additional item dealing with CEGEPs information. 
Carried. 

ADOPTION OF THE MINUTES OF DECEMBER 4, 
1968 

It was moved by Mr. Hallward, seconded by Dr. Wal- 
dron that the minutes of the meeting of December 
4, 1968 be adopted as circulated. Carried. 
BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES 
Mr. Tunis referred the Committee to the Recommen- 
dations of Senate Committee on Communication of 
Information, and called on reports as follows; 

13. Article and notice re Reporter in McGill News 
Re Minute 1— Mr. Tunis referred the meeting to Mr. 
Allen's letter of January 14, 1 969 which reads in part 
as follows: 

"tt was impossible to include anything in the 
January issue of the McGill News and it was decid- 
ed that, rather than cover the matter in the March 
issue very late in the academic year, detailed refer- 
ence should be made to the first year's operation 
of the Reporter in the July issue. This would seem 
to be the most appropriate issue to arouse the inter- 
est of graduates who could then write for a year's 
subscription starting at the beginning of the 
1969/1970 academic year.” (Action by E. A. 
Allen) 

14. Availability of reports and minutes of committees 
Re Minute 2—Mr. Tunis referred the meeting to a 
letter received from Mr. K. Crouch, Director of Librar- 
ies, specifying where Senate minutes and reports 
would be available. 

Mr. Tunis also referred the meeting to a motion 
passed by this Committee at its meeting of December 
4, 1 968 and pointed out that this motion had been 
listed on the Agenda of Senate but had not yet been 
considered. He then read the letter he had written 
to the Secretary of Senate asking him to consider this 
motion as a notice of motion to reconsider. (Referred 
to Senate) 

15. McGill Daily on Macdonald Campus 

Re Minute 3-- Mr. Hyman reported that there was 
interest and that it was only a question of knowing 
whether or not they could afford it. It would cost 
$10.00 per thousand copies for the printing plus 
transportation. Mr. Tunis was requested to look into 
the problem of transportation of the Daily with the 
mail room and to report back to the Committee at 
its next meeting. (A.A. Tunis) 

16. University diary 

Re Minute 5— Mr. Tunis referred the meeting to his 
memo to Mr. Ramsay and stated that he was awaiting 
the decision of the Bookstore Committee before pur- 
suing the matter further. He said that in conversation 
with Mr. Ramsay the latter expressed confidence in 
the project and suggested the pending approval of 
his Committee, the Bookstore would undertake the 
details of finance and production. (A.A. Tunis) 



1 7. Telephone and staff directories 

Re Minute 6 — Mr. Tunis showed the meeting a dummy 
of a combined staff and telephone directory, to afford 
an idea of the size of the proposed directory. It was 
becoming more and more evident that the project was 
feasible, he said, but there were still a few problems, 
including cost, to work out. He asked the Committee 
to refer this item to the next meeting, when Mr. Shaw 
would present the Committee with a definitive propo- 
sal. This was received positively and enthusiastically. 
(R.F. Shaw) 

18. Annual report 

Re Minute 7— Mr. Shaw has discussed the matter 
with the Principal who has given his approval to the 
Committee's recommendation for a stream-lined An- 
nual Report and a dummy is now being prepared by 
the Information Office. He pointed out that the 
suggestions made before had been taken into consid- 
eration. A report will be submitted to the Committee 
at an early date. (A.A. Tunis) 

19. Letter to Dr. R. E. Bell 

Re Minute 10— Mr. Tunis read to the meeting his letter 
to Dr. Bell. This concerned a suggestion by Dr. Bell 
to publish the Gazette in the form of mimeographed 
sheets, one sheet per item. As the question of the 
Gazette was to be discussed under another item on 
the agenda, discussion was held over. 

20. Statement on Editorial Policy, McGill Reporter 
Re Minute 1 1— Mr. Thomas referred the Committee 
to the Statement of Editorial Policy circulated at the 
meeting. A lengthy discussion followed before the 
following two motions were passed; 

1. Gazette 

Moved by Mr. Hyman, seconded by Mr. Hallward: 
Be it resolved that this Committee recommend to 
the Information Office that the Gazette section of 
the Reporter be published at least every week; that 
it. include as many of the minutes and/or actions 
of the Board of Governors, Senate, Faculties and 
Departments and their committees as it is possible 
to obtain; and that the staff of the Information 
Office actively endeavour to obtain such material 
from the bodies concerned. (Passed unanimously) 

2. Availability of minutes and actions of University 
bodies 

Moved by Mr. Hyman, seconded by Mr. Ryan; 

In line with Senate's affirmation of the principle 
"that information regarding the University and its 
activities should be normally regarded as public 
information" the Standing Committee on Commu- 
nications hereby makes the following recommen- 
dation to Senate: 

That Senate encourage the Board of Governors, 
Faculties and Departments to make available their, 
minutes and actions and those of their committees 
to the Information Office as soon as possible after 
meetings are held, except for portions recording 
discussion declared confidential. (Passed unani- 
mously. Refer to Senate) 

27. Editorial Board, McGill Reporter 
Re Minute' 1 2— This matter was again very briefly 
discussed. Mr. Wood stated he was completely 
against such an editorial board and had support from 
all the other members of the Committee. The question 
was, therefore, dropped. 

22. New cover for University announcements 

Mr. Tunis read the meeting a letter received from the 
Assistant Registrar presenting the pros and cons of 
abandoning our present announcement covers in fa- 
vour of covers like those used this year for the An- 
nouncement of the Preparatory School of Music. This 
change would represent an additional expenditure of 
$1,840.00. The Committee felt that it was more 
concerned with the contents of the announcements 
and did not wish to get involved in what it considered 
a trivial matter. It was, therefore, not prepared to 
authorize this change. 

23. Index of Research 

The McGill Index of Research, recently published by 
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the Faculty of Graduate Studies and Research, was 
criticized for its laql? of inforfnation concerning the, 
funding and conditions of research ■ grants. The 
Committee expressed the opinion that this Index 
might, however, be good for public relations. The 
Committee agreed tp carry this over as the first item 
on the agenda at its next meeting. 

24. CEGEPs Information 

Moved by Mr. Ryan, seconded-hy Mr. Lovell: 

Be it resolved that the chairman of this Committee 
approach the Admissions Office and the Schools Liai- 
son Officer with a view to intensifying the University's 
recruitment campaign of students from French 
CEGEPs by distributing to all French CEGEPs the 
necessary (translated) documents tp enable and en- 
courage these students to apply to McGHI. Such infor- 
mation would include admissions requirements, 
posters, etc. and emphasize the possibility of French- 
language students being able to study at McGill. 
(Passed unanimously. R. F. Shaw) 

25. Information for Graduates and Friends of McGill 
Mr. Hallward brought up the question of keeping 
graduates and friends of the University accurately 
informed about important incidents which arise at the 
University. He mentioned specifically the Monday, 
January 27, meeting of the Board of Governors. In- 
cidents of this nature are of great interest to graduates 
but the only source of information they had was the 
local press and he felt that it would be useful to have 
some system of providing them with accurate and 
objective information. After some discussion, it was 
agreed that this matter should be brought forward 
for considetatioh at a later meeting of the Committee. 
There being no further business to discuss, the meet- 
ing was adjourned. 



The student 
housing isdue 

STATEMENT TO SENATE ON WEDNESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 5 

BY R. F. SHAW, VICE-PRINCIPAL r-40Af/A//S7V?>tr/0/vy 

At the Senate meeting on February 1 certain informa- 
tion was presented describing "The Issues" which, in 
my opinion, require further clarification to permit the 
university community to make a balanced assessment 
of the problem. 

Student-owned and operated housing 

This item was on the agenda of the disrupted Board 

of Governors' Meeting and a report had been prepared 

for presentation at that time. A copy of this report, as 

finally presented to the Executive Committee of the 

Board, is presented for inclusion in the minutes of this 

meeting. 

It was reported accurately that the Board of Gover- 
nors, on the recommendation of the Vice-Principal 
(Administration), decided that the University en- 
dowment funds should not be used for any of the three 
housing projects which the University considers to be 
of high priority. The reason for this policy is that the 
University believes these funds are available from the 
Quebec Housing Corporation and Central Mortgage 
and Housing Corporation. Therefore, in the present 
uncertainties with respect to university financing gen- 
erally, it was felt that University funds should remain 
flexible. It is still the opinion of the administration that 
funds are available from government sources. Should 
there be any change in this situation, the matter, 
would, of course, be reconsidered. 

At a meeting of the Capital Funds Committee in 
Quebec on February 3, 1 969, the University present- 
ed the three housing projects now contemplated, 
under the heading of "urgent items". 

Government requires prior approval 
It was accurately reported at Senate on February 1 that 
the Vice-Principal (Administration) had refused to pro- 
vide 50% of the approximately $4,500 required for 
an option on a lot for the student-owned and operated 
residence. It should be added that this decision arose 
from a requirement of the Department of Education 
who have informed the universities that prior approval 
of the government is required for any university project 
regardless of the source of funds and that if funds are 
expended without such approval, then the project on 
which the funds are expended is no longer eligible for 
government assistance. The University of Montreal 
advises that this requirement has been enforced on 
one of their projects. It does not seem wise, therefore, 
to jeopardize the University's position, particularly 
when the sum involved is of a size which is well within 
the financial capacity of the Students' Society. 

Notice to the Board of Governors 

on student housing project January 29, 1969 

Based on the request of the Students' Executive Coun- 
cil, forwarded on November 1 2, 1 968, the Board of 
Governors on November 25, 1 968 approved a 
submission in support of a housing project being 
undertaken by the Students' Society of McGill Univer-. 
sity. Under this arrangement the key provisions were 
as follows; 

■ The students should exercise authority and carry 
responsibility. 

■ The residence to be moved to the Montreal Cam- 
pus with the Faculty of Education for which funds are 
already approved by Quebec, the Students' Society 
residence and the Married Students' residence were 
given top priority. 

m The University agreed to make a loan not to exceed 
$500,000 to permit the work to be put in hand prior 
to the final arrangement for financing and subject only 
to the ability of the Students' Society to assemble the 
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property or obtain the necessary permits and approv- 
als ■ '■ 

■ For permanent financing, it was agreed that the 
Universitywould assist the Students' Society to obtain 
a 1 00% mortgage from Quebec Housing Corporation 
or, alternatively, that the University would itself bor- 
row the funds and complete a lease-back arrangement 
with the Students' Society. 

■ In view of the fact that mortgage funds are 
apparently available, it was agreed that financing 
should be by mortgage and that the University's in- 
vestment funds should be retained for other projects 
where financing is not so readily obtainable. 

The history of the events since November 25, 1 968 
is as follows: 

1) The Vice Principal (Administration) immediately 
called on Dr. Germain Gauthier, Director General of 
Higher Education, Ministry of Education, Quebec and 
informed him of these plans. He replied that the Gov- 
ernment of Quebec had adopted a policy that all stu- 
dent-owned and operated housing where loans are to 
be made by Quebec Housing Corporation must be 
under the control of La Federation. Co-op Habitat du 
Quebec. In such cases, approval by the Department 
of Education is not required. He also advised that in 
the event that the University itself borrowed money 
from the Quebec Housing Corporation, then It would 
be necessary for the University to obtain the'prior 
approval of the Department of Education for the 
project. This policy is adopted by the Department of 
Education for all self-financed capital projects on the 
grounds that if a project gets into financial difficulty, 
then the Department of Education will be obliged to 
pick up the tab. 

Dr. Gauthier further advised that for any projects 
where financial cornmitments are made, whetheryvith 
University or borrowed funds, without prior approval 
of the Department, then on such projects the Universi- 
ty could not thereafter make any claim on Provincial 
funds for either capital or operating. 

2) Following the meeting with Dr. Gauthier, the 
University made formal application to the Department 
of Education for the student-sponsored residence. It 
is expected that the details of our capital submission 
will be discussed in Quebec next vyeek. . 

3) The Chairman of the Housing Committee of the 
Students' Executive Council was immediately in- 
formed of the situation and he advised that the 
Students' Society felt that La F$ddration Co-op Habitat 
du Quebec was granted such powers. by its incorpo- 
rating act and could, therefore, exercise so much con- 
trol over the project, that the objective of full authority 
and full responsibility by students could not be 
achieved. 

4) A meeting was, therefore, arranged in Quebec be- 
tween the students, the Director General of Higher 
Education and the Quebec Housing Corporation. The 
students presertted their case but received the same 
information as reported above from the first meeting. 

5) The Chairman of the Housing Committee of the 
Students' Executive Council then asked the advice of 
the Vice Principal (Administration) and was informed 
that whatever the source of funds for a loan to the 
Students' Society, it would be expected that the lender, 
would require normal safeguards such as a mortgage 
agreement and probably a seat on the Board of Direc- 
tors of the housing group. On the basis of this advice, 
the Students' Executive Council decided to further 
explore the Co-op Habitat arrangement. 

6) One meeting has been held between the Chairman 
of the Students' Housing Committee and Co-op Habi- 
tat and a second meeting is now scheduled where the 
Students' Executive Council will present a proposal to 
that group. 

7) In the meantime, the University's offer stands for 
the alternative financing arrangement, subject only to 
the approval of the Department of Education. How- 
ever, until the further meeting with the Co-op Habitat, 
no further request is expected from the Students' 
Council. 
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8) The Students' Executive Council had selected an 
excellent site which, however, was picked up by option 
by a development company. When this option expired, 
the Vice Principal (Administration) advised that in view 
of the fact that the student project was bound to pro- 
ceed, the Council should take an option so that it could 
commence the preparation of plans and specifications. 
The Students' Executive Council asked the University 
to share the cost (about $4,500) of the new option. 
This was refused because: 

It went beyond the conditions approved by the 
Governors and would, therefore, require resubmission 
Itendangered the University's position with regard 
to the submission to the Department of Education 

The total amount was well within the financial ca- 
pacity of the Students' Society. 

No option was taken by the Students' Executive 
Council and the developer renewed his option. The 
students are, therefore, looking for another site. 

Broadening 
the base 
of the Board 

STATEMENT TO SENATE ON WEDNESDAY, 
FEBRUARY 5 

BY R. F. SHAW, VICE-PRINCIPAL (ADMINISTRATION} 

It should be noted that the Board of Governors and 
Senate both approved the recommendation of the 
Committee on University Government that there be 
a Membership Committee of the Board of Governoi’s 
(as distinct from its^ Nominating Committee) which 
shall seek nominees representative of the various parts 
of the community which the University services such 
as agencies of government, research, the professions, 
business, labour, and the arts. This procedure was 
recommended to ensure that the nominees to the 
Board are not only broadly representative but that they 
should be persons able to carry out effectively the 
responsibility of membership on the Board and its 
committees. The Board has appointed its three 
members to this committee and on January 24, 1 969 
the Secretary of the Board reminded the Secretary of 
Senate that Senate should also appoint three members 
to this committee. 

Academic 

announcements 

Arctic Institute 

appoints 1969 governors 

The following are the governors for 1 969 of the Arctic 
institute of North America, with the first four men- 
tioned being the members of the Institute's executive 
committee: 

Trevor Lloyd, chairman; Richard H. Nolte, vice- 
chairman; Svenn Orvig, secretary; Patrick H. O'Neill, 
treasurer; C. Earl Albrecht. Jean Beetz. W. S. 
Benninghoff, Colin B. B. Bull, M. J. Dunbar, Joseph 
0. Fletcher, William M. Gilchrist, EricGourdeau, Lau- 
rence Irving. W. O. Kupsch, Helge E. Larsen, P. D. 
McTaggart-Cowan, David C, Nutt, Troy L. P6w6, 
Norbert Untersteiner, John Useem, and William S. 
Ziegler.' 



Canada Council grants 

McGill has received a-grant of $5,000 to bring Profes- 
sor Jan Adam of Charles University. Prague, to the 
Department of Economics and Political Science for 
the academic year 1968-69. 



Professor. Alfred J. Frueh to 
University of Connecticut 

Professor Frueh, who is a specialist in mineralogy and 
crystallography, has accepted appointment as head 
of the University's of Connecticut's department of 
Geology and Geography. He will take up his new post 
in September of this year. 

23rd Annual 

Eastern Colleges Science Conference 

This year's conference will take place at Yale Univer- 
sity on April 10-1 2. The major purpose of the confer- 
ence is the stimulation of undergraduate interest in 
the natural and social sciences by providing a forum 
for the exchange of ideas between undergraduate 
science students, including presentation and discus- 
sion of research papers. Participation is open to all 
colleges and universities. Presentation of a paper is 
not a prerequisite for registration, however, nor is 
there a limit on the number of people registering from 
one institution. Those interested are asked to contact, 
Thomas Kimball, conference co-ordinator, 244-A Yale 
Station, New Haven, Connecticut, 06520, as early as 
possible. 

Study in Jerusalem 

The Hebrew University in Jerusalem offers a variety 
of study programmes, undergraduate, graduate and 
post-graduate research, specifically for Canadian and 
.other overseas students. [Full degree and special visit- 
ing student programmes for credit.] For further details 
and scholarship information write, giving details of 
year and field of study and average grade of universi- 
ty studies, to Canadian Friends of the Hebrew Univer- 
sity, 1506 McGregor, Montreal 109 or telephone 
932-2133. . 

NATIONAL DESIGN COUNCIL 
Scholarships and grants program 

Scholarships — to person engaged in indus- 
trial design and to students of design for advanced 
study in Canada and abroad in the field of industrial 
design. Amount determined by the applicants com- 
mitments to the institute he will attend. Scholarships 
will normally be awarded to applicants with proven 
ability in design, who are employed in the field of 
industrial design and hold an acceptable degree or 
diploma in industrial design or related fields. Appli- 
cations and further information from the Registrar. 
Deadline— April 1 . 

Grants for Research Pro/ects— Available to persons 
qualified to engage in research projects directly relat- 
ed to industrial design, in areas which could be of 
importance to Canadian industry. Grant payments are 
made directly to individual applicants. Thj first 
payment will be sufficient to commence the project. 
All individuals or members of groups must have 
proven ability to carry out the intended research and 
hold an acceptable degree or diploma in a course 
related to the type of work to be undertaken. Dead- 
line— April 1 . 

Grants for design p/'ornot/o/?- Available to institutes 
and organizations qualified to sponsor and carry out 
activities promoting industrial design in Canada. The 
first payment will be sufficient to commence the 
project. Institutes and organizations applying for 
grants must be located in and intend to sponsor and 
carry out the program in Canada. Applications and 
further information from the Registrar. Deadline- 
April 1 . 



L'UNIVERSITE DU 
QUEBEC EN MARCHE 

Lors de la dernidre session du parlement qu6becois, 
le gouvernement a adopts la loi qui cr^e I' University 
du Quebec (Bill 88). 

En vertu de cette loi, I'University du Qudbec ouvrira 
en septembre 1969 des campus universitaires $ 
Montr$al, Chicoutimi et Trois-Rividres et encadrera le 
dyveloppement des enseignements sup^rieurs $ Hull 
et y Rimouski. 

Dds I'automne, le campus de Montryal doit recevoir 
prds de 6,000 ytudiants, cetui de Trois-Rividres pr^s 
de 2,000, tandis qu'd Chicoutimi on comptera envi- 
ron 1,500 $tudiants. 

Modeste au d$but, I'University du Quybec offrira 
des programmes d'etudes dont la gamme sera ausst 
ytendue que celle des universitys existantes, en yvi- 
tant cependant certaines spycialitys peu recherchyes, 
Elle pryvoit done I'accueil dans I 'ensemble de se£ 
citys universitaires de prds de 1 0,000 ytudiants de 
premier cycle en 1969-70, 20,000 en 1976-77 et 
30,000 en 1981-82. A ces ytudiants s'ajouteront 
ceux qui prypareront des dipidmes de maitrise et de 
doctorat. 

Pour assurer I'enseignement et la recherche, I'uni- 
versity du Quybec devra compter sur 700 profes- 
seursetspycialistesen 1969-70, 1,500 en 1976-77 
et plus de 2,000 en 1981-82. 

C'est la Direction gynyrale de I'enseignement supy- 
rieur, Ministyre de L'Education, qui a la responsability 
de I'organisation et du dymarrage de I'University du 
Quybec. 

La Direction peut dope fournir aux intyressys toute 
information concernant les possibilitys de carriyre $ 
I'un des campus de I'University du Quybec et trans- 
mettre aux personnes responsables les demandes 
d'engagement qui lui parviendront. 



NOTICES OF MEETINGS 

February 17-24 

MONDAY 17: Council, Faculty of Arts & Science; 
3:30 p.m.. Arts Council Rm. 

TUESDAY 18: Deans: Principal's Office 12:15 p.m. 
Executive, M.A.U.T.: 12:30 p.m.. Faculty Club. 
Engineering Academic Committee: 2 p.m.. Engineer- 
ing Faculty Room. 

Senate Committee on Collegial Studies: 4:10 p.m.. 
Arts Council Rm. 

WEDNESDAY 19: Senate: 2:20 p.m., Leacock Coun- 
cil Room. 

THURSDAY 20: Senate Committee on Development: 
2:30 p.m„ Room 609, Administration Bldg. 
Biological Sciences, Div. Ill: Room S 3/6, 4:10 p.m. 
Stewart Biology Bldg. 

FRIDAY 21: lectures cancelled, mid-term Holiday, 
Winter Carnival. 

MONDAY 24: Board of Governors: 4 p.m.. Room 
609, Administration Bldg. 
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